ON ALPHABETICAL ORDER
HOW to arrange in alphabetical order a list of Oriental
names, or of both Oriental and Occidental names, is a
problem of considerable intricacy. It is a problem to the
solution of which less attention has been paid than it
deserves. Until a solution is agreed upon, much time will
continue to be wasted by those searching library catalogues
and the like. The question, essentially, is this : should a
name such as Syed Abdul Lateef be listed under 5, or under
A, or under L ? And how should it be listed if the same
name is written sometimes in that way, sometimes as Sayyid
*abd al Latif, and sometimes as S. A. Lateef ?
In the bibliography and index which here follow, a system
is used which,-whatever its inconveniences, will, it is hoped,
prove better than no system at all. The underlying principle
is that the names should be listed in the order of the Roman
alphabet 0 and ' being ignored) according to the last full
element of each name. Thus, Ibqal Husayn Qurayshl would
be found under Q. Normally, names are listed as if each
were written in full and with the exact transliteration. But
in the Bibliography, when Roman-type books are being dealt
with, the authors' names are treated just as they appear on
the title page. Two or more books by one author, however,
are listed together even though the name is spelled different-
ly in the two or more cases. Where necessary to avoid
confusion, an additional cross-reference is employed.
In order to determine what is the ' last element' in each
name, two words which are (or 'ought' to be) united in an
unbreakable philological union are considered to be one
element. Thus, both Sayyid Abdul Karim and Allama-i-
Nejefi are listed under the letter A. Forms such as Rahim,
Sir Abdur and 5. A. Lateef must make anyone shudder who
has a revetence for either God or grammar.